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DETAILED ACTION 

Examiner withdraws the Finality of the rejection and issued a Non-Final Rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claimsl-7, 9-15, 17-23,25-31,33-39,41-47 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Jamtgaard et al (U.S. 6,430,624 and further in view of Rennard et al (U.S. 
6,615,131). 

As per claims 1,9,17,25,33,41 Jamtgaard disclosed a method for delivering data over a network 
system, comprising the steps of receiving, in a first data processing system, a request for a first 
data page from a first client system; in response to the request from the second data processing 
system, sending a reduced-content page, corresponding to the first data page, from the first data 
processing system to the second data processing system (col. 2, lines 40-59); and in response to 
the request from the second data processing system, sending the first data page from the first data 
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processing system to a third data processing system used by a user of the second data processing 
system but separate and distinct from the second data processing system (col 4, Hnes 8-19). 

However Jamtgaard failed to disclose wherein the second data processing system communicates 
with the data processing system over a more expensive connection than the third data processing 
system communicates with the first data processing system. 

In the same field of endeavor Rennard disclosed wireless device communicates through a 
wireless carrier, gateway and the Internet with server. In one embodiment, one or more of these 
connections need not be sustained continuously. FIG 9 depicts a method for reducing the time 
when a connection between the wireless carrier and the server is sustained through the Internet. 
Among other reasons, this approach proves beneficial in reducing the connection time through 
the Internet Such a method also proves beneficial when there exists a lag or latency in the 
Internet connection or where the Internet connection has a high associated cost measured in 
money, time or other cost factor (col. 17, lines 51-63). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have incorporated the sending the first data page to a second client system, wherein the 
first client system communicates with the data processing system over a more expensive 
connection than the second client system communicates with the data processing system as 
taught by Rennard in the method of Jamtgaard to reduce the cost of the wireless connection to 
Internet and reduce latency in terms of down link. 
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3. As per claims 2-3,10-1 1,18-19,26-27,34-35,42-43 Jamtgaard disclosed after the receiving 
step, the step of creating a reduced-content page corresponding to the first data page (col. 8, lines 
12-24). 

4. As per claims 4, 12,20,28,36,44 Jamtgaard disclosed wherein the second data processing ' 
system communicates via a wireless connection (col 4, lines 58-67). 

5. As per claims 5, 1 3 ,2 1 ,29,37,45 Jamtgaard disclosed wherein the reduced content page is 
a wireless markup language page (col. 6, lines 59-63). 

6. As per claims 6,14,22,30,38,46 Jamtgaard disclosed wherein the first data page is a 
hypertext markup language page (col. 4, lines 59-66). 

7. As per claims 7, 1 5,23,3 1 ,39,47 Rennard disclosed wherein the first data page is sent to 
the third data processing system via an electronic mail message (col. 9, lines 52-57). 

8. Claims 8,16,24,32,40,48 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Jamtgaard et al (U.S. 6,430,624), Rennard et al(U.S. 6,615,131) and fiirther in view of Puri et al 
(U.S. 6,148,330). 

As per claims 8,16,24,32,40,48 Jamtgaard-Rennard failed to disclose wherein the first data page 
is sent to the third data processing system via a push delivery system. In the sane field of 
endeavor Puri disclosed window has displayed content that was automatically generated and 
push-delivered to personal computer by a channel service/content provider via the Internet and 
WWW according to the present invention (col. 10, lines 56-64). 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have incorporated the wherein the first data page is sent to the second client system via a 
push delivery system as taught by Puri in the method of Jamtgaard-Rennard to make the 
convential web-browsing technology more efficient. 

9. As per claims 49,50,51 has the same limitations as to claim 1 therefore under the same 
reasoning claims 49,50,51 can be rejected 



Applicant arguments are as follows: 

10, Applicant argued that prior art did not disclose "sending a reduced-content page 
corresponding to the first page, from the first data processing system to the first data processing 
system" and further "sending the first data page from the first data processing system to a second 
data processing system". 

As to applicant's argument Jamtgaard disclosed the system and method permits content to be 
input into the system in a variety of different formatting languages. In addition, the system 
permits the formatted content to be output in any mark-up language and protocol, such as WML, 
HTML, HDML, XML, etc. Advantageously, each display page on the device may be 
customized. To organize the content for display on the devices according to the input/output 
format, such as the display screen size parameters of the devices (col. 2, lines 48-59). According 
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to one skill in the art at the time of the invention easily interrupted the reformatting according to 
the display screen size parameters of the devices as reduce content page. 

1 1 . Applicant argued that prior art failed to disclose a request for information and sending the 
information to both the requesting computer and a second designated computer used by the user 
of the requesting computer. 

As to appUcant's argument Jamtgaard disclosed "that translation server may take infomration 
directly form an Internet content provider's web site in various forms such as HTML data , XML 
data, or raw data feeds and then re-deliver it, via the translation servere and through a 
telecommunication system and through a telecommunication system, such as wireless carrier 
base station that uses a typical communications formats such as CDPD, to information 
appliances in a format that is completely customized to the end user's device type and browsing 
capabilities (col. 4, lines 58-67). 

12. Applicant argued that prior art failed to disclose a broadcast capability of "sending" a full 
page to one computer and a reduced-page to another computer, where the computers are related 
by user, and further in response to "receiving" a request from one of the computers. 

As to applicant's argument Jamtgaard disclosed the system and method permits content to be 
input into the system in a variety of different formatting languages. In addition, the system 
permits the formatted content to be output in any mark-up language and protocol, such as WML, 



Application/Control Number: 09/543,3 1 0 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2145 

HTML, HDML, XML, etc. Advantageously, each display page on the device may be 
customized. To organize the content for display on the devices according to the input/output 
format, such as the display screen size parameters of the devices (col. 2, Hnes 48-59). According 
to one skill in the art at the time of the invention easily interrupted the reformatting according to 
the display screen size parameters of the devices as reduce content page. Also Jamtgaard 
disclosed that content format to be output in different mark up language such as HTML, WML, 
XML. One ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention knows that HTML has different 
format size as compared to WML that requires to be on the reduced format of the content. 



Conclusion 

13. Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communication from the examiner 
should be directed to Adnan Mirza whose telephone number is (571)-272-3885. 

14. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday during normal business 
hours. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Valencia Martin Wallace can be reached on (571)-272-6159. The fax for this group is 
(703)-746-7239. 
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15. The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned are as follows: (703)-746-7239 (For Status Inquiries, Informal or Draft 
Communications, please label "PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"); (703)-746-7239 (For Official 
Communications Intended for entry, please mark "EXPEDITED PROCEDURE"), (703)-746- 
7238 (For After Final Communications). 

16. Any Inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703)-305-3900. 

Any response to a final action should be mailed to: 



Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks Washington, D.C. 20231 
Or faxed to: 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to 4*^ Floor Receptionist, Crystal Park II, 
2021 Crystal Drive, Arlington, VA 22202. 
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